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THIRD  QUESTION.
WHETHER A METHOD CAN BE DEVISED ANEW.

You ask, 3, whether** *, (The Reverend Father sent nothing more
than this. When the rest were asked for, he replied that he had
now no leisure for writing. But we made it a matter of scrupulous
observance not to omit the least syllable of what he wrote).

ANNOTATIONS.

Whatever may be the nature of my Method of inquiry into
truth, I should have deemed it sufficient to have reported this
wonderful pronouncement upon it in order to expose its falsity
and absurdity, if it had proceeded from an unknown individual.
But the person who makes this attack holds a position of such
eminence that it will be difficult for anyone to believe that he is
either not in his right mind, or is extremely untruthful and
slanderous and impudent. Consequently, in order to prevent his
excessive authority prevailing against the manifest truth, I ask my
readers to remember that above, in what preceded these replies,
he has proved nothing or next to nothing against me, but has
employed only silly quibbles in order to make out that my opinions
were so ridiculous as not to need a reply. I want people to be
quite clear about the fact that in these replies he does not indeed
try to prove anything, but falsely assumes that everything which
he fictitiously ascribes to me has already been proved by him. In
order to appreciate the better the equity of his judgment they
should remember that previously in his indictment he put things
only in a jesting way, but now in his subsequent judgment he is
at the extreme of seriousness and severity. Again in the first
eleven replies he condemns me without hesitation and with a high
hand, but finally in the twelfth he deliberates and distinguishes :
If this is the interpretation, the method contains nothing new; if
that, nothing sound etc. Whereas, nevertheless, in every one of
them he is treating merely of one and the same thing viewed in
different ways; and that is nothing but his own fabrication, a
fabrication the absurdity and dullness of which I shall here set
out by means of a simile.

Everywhere in my writings I made it clear that my procedure
was like that of Architects planning houses. In order to construct
stable houses where the ground is sandy, and stone or clay or any
other durable earthy matter is employed in building, they first